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flattened and angled top loop to the right-hand upright, this R
has a regular writing-master's rounded loop. The loop forming
the crosspiece between the two uprights is even more suspicious.
In none of my test specimens does it cross the left upright with
anything like the same length and lavishncss of looping. In
genuine examples there is a decided tendency in the bottom
cross-stroke to slope up slightly from left to right. Moreover,
the final flourish in this R is apparently unique. It is a free,
large, curving stroke, finishing seven-twelfths of an inch below
the bottom crosspiece. Henry's final stroke invariably resembles
a pothook, and finishes cither just underneath or slightly to the
right of the right-hand base loop. I am also suspicious of the
stop after the R. In only two out of the 130 specimens have
I found a stop used, and in both cases it occurs just below the
loop of the pothook and very near to it.

Without suggesting that I consider style constitutes evidence,
I think the following points may l>e noted. In so far as obvious
tricks of style are concerned the letter is authentic enough: for
example, the ' surely \ the use of brackets, the opening (cf. No.
n, above), and the ' pattca sufientl' (cf. a letter lo Wolsey, not
printed here, in Addil. 19398, f. 644, * no more to you at this
time, but sapienti pauca *.) Whether this last touch is too
c authentic' to be true is perhaps disputable. As used in the
letter to Wolsey it has point, in that it concludes a brief and
very cryptic note. Here it follows a somewhat lengthy and per-
haps over-elaborate explanation. I am also a little inclined to
think the 'good Master Secretary * more like a reminiscence of
Elizabeth's familiar style than of Henry's; nor am I quite happy
about the phrases * which I hear say he may * and * I fear me
sore'. On the question of substance, my impression is that,
although I see no reason why anyone should need to fabricate this
letter, it would have been possible to put it together from the
information given by Knight in his letter of September 13 to
Henry (see 5.P., VII, 3; L.P., IV, 3422), and in his later letter
of December 4 (L.P., IV, 3688). This second letter posits the
existence, if not of the actual Corpus letter, at the least of a letter
similar in its contents.